Walk, Roger A. 

From: Seeman, Jeffrey I 

Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2000 5:55 PM 

To: 'Cathy Ellis’ 

Cc: Podraza, Ken F.; Kinser, Robin D.; Counts, Mary Ellen; Cox, Richard H.; Laffoon, 

Susan; Hsu, Frank; Callicutt, Charlene; Sanders, Edward; Walk, Roger A. 

A Science article would be great but very difficult. They do a "first cut" so it might not even see 
any reviewers. It might be worth the effort, however. 

I am not convinced that 1 paper is best. I wonder if one paper might be too confusing, as there 
are two issues: (1) "Does the FTC method account for >99% of the nicotine in MS?" (2) "Does 
added ammonia compounds to tobacco affect either nicotine delivery or pH of smoke or other 
smoke parameters?" [Under #2 could be, "Does added ammonia compounds to tobacco affect 
the ability of the FTC method to trap >99% of MS nicotine?"] 


On the other hand, a very tight, consise article to Science might fly, given the relevance and 
topical nature of the subject. We must keep in mind that most scientists probably don't really care 
much about tobacco smoke science or mechanisms. 

Whether we prepare and submit one paper or two papers is a communication issue, not a 
science issue, so my opinion is very subjective. 

Cathy, 1 commend you on your hard work (past and future!). 

-Original Message- 

From: Caihv Ellis rSMTP:clel[is@.home.com1 

Sent: Tuesday, April.04, 2000 5:42 PM 

To: Seeman, Jeffrey I 

Subject: Re: Status 

I envision one publication that encompasses the information/points made in 
the CQRESTA presentation. (I also envision that as the basic outline). 

Based on my recent readings, I think we may have a problem if we don't tie 
all this information together (reviewers may think there are holes). Once I 
have all the data and stats in the appropriate format (minus Franks stuff), 

I will make new charts. I will bring these charts and some issues to the 
group for discussion before any drafts are distributed. I can provide an 
outline of the publication at that time. 

Hey - what do you think about submitting it to Science??? On one hand I 
think it’s crazy - on the other I think that the data will contribute much 
to the understanding of the science of the cigarette. 
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Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/rggj0001 




